Abstract: This paper addresses the problem of solving discrete-time H ∞ control problems for periodic systems. The approach for solving such a type of equations is well known in the literature. However, the focus of our research is set on the numerical computation of the stabilizing solution. In particular, two effective methods for practical realization of the known iterative processes are described. Furthermore, a new iterative approach is investigated and applied. On the basis of numerical experiments, we compare the presented methods. A major conclusion is that the new iterative approach is faster than rest of the methods and it uses less RAM memory than other methods.
Introduction
Periodic systems are an important sub-class of time-varying systems therefore their investigation has attracted significant attention during the past years. The theory of stability, optimal control and applications of periodic systems is available in several recent monographs [1] [2] [3] [4] as well as in the references therein. The so called stabilizing solution of discrete-time periodic systems has a crucial role in solving a linear linear quadratic optimal control problem on infinite time horizon. There are different methods to solve the periodic Riccati equations with a definite quadratic part [5, 6] . Recently, [7, 8] two iterative procedures have been developed for numerical computation of the stabilizing solution of a class of periodic discrete-time Riccati equation with an indefinite sign of it's quadratic term.
Our aim is to find the stabilizing solution of a set of periodic discrete-time Riccati equations with indefinite sign in the quadratic part:
X(t) = R(t, X) := A T (t)X(t + 1)A(t) − A T (t)X(t + 1)B(t) + C T (t)D(t) + C T (t)C(t) × R γ (t) + B T (t)X(t + 1)B(t) −1 A T (t)X(t + 1)B(t) + C T (t)D(t)
T
where t ∈ Z , A(t) ∈ R n×n , B(t) = (B 1 (t) B 2 (t)), B k (t) ∈ R n×m k , k = 1, 2, C(t) ∈ R p×n , D(t) = (D 1 (t) D 2 (t)), D k (t) ∈ R p×m k , k = 1, 2, R γ (t) = D T (t)D(t) + −γ 2 I m 1 0 0 0 ∈ R m×m , m = m 1 + m 2 , γ > 0 is a given scalar. Our investigation is based on the theory of periodic discrete-time Riccati equations as well as on the iterative methods described in [7] . Dragan et al. [7, 8] study two iterative processes for the computation of the stabilizing solution to Equation (1) and derive their convergence properties. However, the proposed iterative methods are not investigated numerically.
In this paper we consider two iterative methods (Block Successive Approximations and A Block Stein Iteration) so as to develop numerical procedures (derived in [7, 8] ) for computing the stabilizing solution of a set of periodic discrete-time Riccati equations.
We further propose a new iterative procedure for the practical realization of the main iterative processes. The performed numerical experiments are supportive to the fact that the new procedure is faster than the others, furthermore, it uses less RAM memory. We should note that our study is based on ideas developed in [9] [10] [11] , where new iterative procedures for the numerical computation of a stabilizing solution in the time-invariant case has been proposed.
The main assumption for the existence of such a type set of periodic discrete-time Riccati equations is:
In our approach the class of admissible solutions consists of all bounded sequences {X(t)} t∈Z ⊂ S n satisfying Equation (1) and the following two sign conditions:
t ∈ Z. Therefore, we are interested in the global and bounded on Z solutions for which the matrices R γ (t) + B T (t)X(t + 1)B(t), t ∈ Z have not defined sign.
Definition 1. [7]
An admissible solution {X(t)} t∈Z is called stabilizing solution, if the zero state equilibrium of the discrete-time linear system on R n :
is exponentially stable, wherẽ
Iterative Methods for Stabilizing Solution

The Iterative Procedure with Two Matrix Sequences
We consider the iterative procedure for numerical computation of the unique stabilizing and θ-periodic solutionX(.) of Equation (1), which is described in Section 3.1 of the paper of Dragan and co-authors [7] . In fact, the iterative procedure is based on the solution to θ -periodic discrete-time Riccati equation with definite quadratic part:
withÂ(t) = A(t) + B(t)F (k) (t) where
We rewrite the above equations (t = 0, . . . , θ) using a block structure. We denotě Z = diag(Z(0), Z(1), . . . , Z(θ)) and J is a permutation matrix such that
Introducing the following notations
Equation (6) has a form:
or, in the equivalent form
A matter of practical importance is how to solve the last equation. There are several approaches for this purpose, which are briefly outlined in the text that follows.
Block Successive Approximations. The method of Block Successive Approximations solves Equation (7)
. It is a modification of the method derived in [12] and applied in [13] . We takě Y (0) = diag(2I, . . . , 2I) and use the following recurrence equation:
The iteration process stops with
A Block Stein Iteration. The second method for solving Equation (7) is a method of A Block Stein Iteration. We takeY (0) = diag(2I, . . . , 2I) and use the following recurrence equation:
We use MATLAB command dlyap for solving Equation (9) . This approach is adapted in our investigation [13] .
Successive Approximations: Equation by Equation.
On the basis of performed experimetes we introduce a new (third) method for solving Equation (6) . It belongs to the class of successive approximations methods and we call it Equation by Equation. We apply this approach to Equation (1) with Y (0) (0) = 2I. Therefore, the set of new iterative equations is : (i = 1, 2, ...)
The iteration process stops with max t
In order to execute the iterative procedure Equation (6), the following algorithm is applied: Algorithm TMS (Two Matrix Sequences)
1. We take X (0) (t) = 0, t ∈ Z, as well as small positive numbers ε and eps. 2. We compute Z (0) (·) as θ-periodic and stabilizing solution of the Riccati equation: 2, 3 , . . . we carry out the following steps:
We compute Z (k) (·) as the stabilizing solution of the set of Riccati equations with a defined sign Equation (6) . This step might be executed with one of the following approaches (with the tolerance eps): 
The algorithm stops if for some integer
It should be noted that the approaches involved in the algorithm via points in 3.2.1, 3.2.2 and 3.2.3 preserve the convergence properties of the iterative procedure derived in Theorem 3.1 proved in [7] .
The Iterative Procedure with One Matrix Sequences
An alternative globally convergent iterative method for the computation of the unique stabilizing and θ-periodic solutionX(.) of Equation (1) is derived in [8] . The method preserves similar desirable characteristics as global convergence and local quadratic rate of convergence. The main advantage of this method is that the matrix sequence of approximations of the stabilizing solution are computed directly without exploiting an additional sequence as it is done in the Algorithm TMS. The procedure is described in Section III in [8] .
Compute X (k) (·) as the stabilizing solution of the discrete-time Riccati equations with a defined sign [8] :
where
We present the above set of Equations (11) as one equation with a block structure. We denotě X = diag(X(0), X(1), . . . , X(θ)) and J is a permutation matrix such that
The set of equations X (k) (t) = Q(X (k) ) is transformed:
We present two iterative approaches to implement iteration Equation (12).
A Block Stein Iteration.
The first method for solving Equation (12) is a method of A Block Stein Iteration. We takeY 0 = diag(2I, . . . , 2I) and use the following recurrence equation: We apply this approach to Equation (11) with Y (0) (0) = I. Our iteration is:(i = 1, 2, ...)
The following algorithm is applied so as to execute the iterative procedure described by Equation (11):
Algorithm OMS (One Matrix Sequence).
1. We take X (0) (t) = 0, t ∈ Z, ε as a small positive number. 2. We compute X (1) (·) as θ-periodic and stabilizing solution of the following Riccati equation: 3, 4 , . . . we compute the stabilizing solution X (k) (·) of the discrete-time Riccati equations with a defined sign Equation (11) . This step might be performed with one of the following approaches: 3.1. A Block Stein Iteration presented via Equation (13).
Successive Approximations: Equation by Equation presented via Equation (14).
3.3. The algorithm stops if for some integer k 0 > 0, the inequality max t X (k 0 ) (t) − R(t, X (k 0 ) ) ≤ ε holds.
The stabilizing solution isX
We should note that the approaches involved in the algorithm via points in 2 and 3 preserve the convergence properties of the iterative procedure derived in Theorem 3.2 derived in [8] .
Numerical Experiments
In this section we present the performance of the latter two algorithms when finding the stabilizing solution to a set of periodic discrete-time Riccati equations with indefinite sign in the quadratic part Equation (1) . Our experiments are executed in MATLAB on a 2.16 GHz Intel(R) Duo CPU computer. We remark the fact, the computer realization of the block methods and the method of Successive Approximations: Equation by Equation needs O(n 2 (θ + 1) 2 ) and O((θ + 1)n 2 ) computer memory cells, respectively.
Experiment I
Consider a discrete-time periodic linear system described by with θ = 2, t = 0, 1, 2, γ = 6.5, n = 3. For all of the discussed methods are executed consequently 100 and 200 runs with the same matrix coefficients. We use tol = 10 −5 (the number tol is the computational tolerance for the first sequence {X (k) (t)} ∞ k=0 , see [7] ) and eps = 10 −6 for all executions. The results could be summarized as follows.
Algorithm TMS with Block Successive Approximations Equation (8) requires 3 main iterations and it computes the stabilizing solution with max t X (3) (t) − R(t,X (3) ) = 8.1904 × 10 −8 < tol. CPU time for execution of the algorithm is 0.4 s for 100 runs and 0.97 s for 200 runs.
Algorithm TMS with Block Stein Iteration Equation (9) requires 3 main iterations and it computes the stabilizing solution with max t X (3) (t) − R(t,X (3) ) = 1.0794 × 10 −9 < tol. CPU time for execution of the algorithm is 0.78 s for 100 runs and 1.57 s for 200 runs.
Algorithm TMS with Successive Approximations Equation by Equation (10) requires 3 main iterations and it computes the stabilizing solution with max t X (3) (t) − R(t,X (3) ) = 4.0976 × 10 −6 < tol. CPU time for execution of iteration Equation (10) is 0.3750 s for 100 runs and 0.75 s for 200 runs.
Algorithm OMS with Block Stein Iteration Equation (13) requires 3 main iterations and it computes the stabilizing solution with X (3) − Q(X (3) ) = 5.8077 × 10 −8 . CPU time for execution of iteration Equation (13) (14) is 0.5150 s for 100 runs and 1.14 s for 200 runs.
Experiment II
We take θ = 2, t = 0, 1, 2, and n = 5, m 1 = m 2 = 2, γ = 7.5. The matrix coefficients are described below: Our results might be summarized as follows. Block Successive Approximations Equation (8) with tol = 10 −7 and eps = 10 −7 requires 2 main iterations and it computes the stabilizing solution with X (2) − W(X (2) ) = 5.2147 × 10 −8 . CPU time for execution of iteration Equation (8) Block Stein Iteration Equation (9) with tol = 10 −6 and eps = 10 −6 requires 2 main iterations and it computes the stabilizing solution with X (2) − W(X (2) ) = 1.8306 × 10 −10 . CPU time for execution of iteration Equation (9) is 1.8 s for Test 1 and 3.7 s for Test 2.
Method of Successive Approximations Equation by Equation (10) with tol = 10 −7 and eps = 10 −7 requires 2 main iterations and it computes the stabilizing solution with X (2) − W(X (2) ) = 5.7561 × 10 −9 . CPU time for execution of iteration Equation (10) Block Stein Iteration Equation (13) with tol = 10 −6 and eps = 10 −7 requires 2 main iterations and it computes the stabilizing solution with X (2) − Q(X (2) ) = 1.2059 × 10 −8 . CPU time for execution of iteration Equation (13) Method of Successive Approximations Equation by Equation (14) with tol = 10 −7 and eps = 10 −7 requires 2 main iterations and it computes the stabilizing solution with X (2) − Q(X (2) ) = 5.2861 × 10 −8 . CPU time for execution of iteration Equation (14) 
Conclusions
On basis of the performed computational experiments the following conclusions might be outlined. First of all, Block Stein iterations Equations (9) and (13) achieve highest accuracy. Nevertheless, this method uses block "equation" structure, i.e., it works with block matrix coefficients, hence, the utilized RAM memory is greater than that required by the method of the Successive Approximations: Equation by Equation. Secondly, the method of Successive Approximations: Equation by Equation is faster than rest of the methods and at the same time it uses less RAM memory.
